PLAIN    FACTS, 

SHOWING    THE    FALSEHOOD    ANP    FOLLY    OF 

THE    REV    C.   S.  BUSH, 

(A  Church  Minister  of  the  Parish  of  Peover,) 


BEING  A 


REPLY  TO  HIS  TRACT  AGAINST  THE  LATTER-DAY  SAINTS. 


We  have  a  Tract  now  in  our  possession,  purporting  to  be  written  by 
the  Rev  Mr.  Bush,  entitled,  "  Plain  Facts,  showing  the  falsehood  and 
folly  of  the  Mormonites  or  Latter-day  Saints,"  &c. 

The  writer  commences  by  saying,  "  With  plain  and  honest  people, 
facts  are  always  important  things." 

He  then  lays  down  the  following  for  his  first  fact.  He  says,  "  The 
Bible  is  the  word  of  God,  and  that  there  is  no  other  Revelation  of  him, 
than  that  which  he  Ms  given  us  in  that  Book  of  Life ." 

Now,  we  admit  that  the  Bible  contains  the  word  of  God  :  but  the 
statement  that  there  is  no  other  Revelation  of  him  than  that  which  he 
has  given  in  the  Bible  is  not  a/acf,  but  &  falsehood  of  the  most  glaring 
kind ;  being  contrary  to  the  word  of  God,  and  to  the  experience  of  all 
Christians,  as  we  shall  now  proceed  to  demonstrate. 

The  Bible  quotes  more  than  twelve  books,  which  are  not  to  be  found 
in  it — most,  if  not  all  of  which,  were  written  by  prophets  or  seers, 
whose  inspiration  tlie  Bible  itself  acknowledges.  We  will  here  men- 
tion a  few  of  these  books. 

Book  of  Jasher Joshua  c.  x,  v.  13. 

Book  of  the  Acts  of  Solomon 1  Kings,  c.  xi,  v.  41. 

Book  of  Nathan  the  prophet)  j  ^^^^^^^   ^  ^.     ^  29. 

Book  of  Gad  the  seer ) 

Book  of  Nathan  the  prophet ] 

Book  of  the  Prophecy  of  Ahijah. .  ^HChron.  c.  ix,  v.  29. 

Book  of  the  Visions  of  Iddo  the  seer] 

Book  of  Shemaiah  the  prophetj  ^  ^,^^^^  ^  ^.  ^^  j^ 

Book  of  Iddo  the  seer ) 

"Written  in  the  story  of  the  prophet  Iddo."  2  Chron.  c.  xiii,  v.  22. 
If  necessary,  we   could  bring  quotations  in  the   Bible  for  several 
other  books,  some  in  the  Old  Testament,  and  some  in  the  writings  of 
the  apostles,  referring  to  epistles  which  are  not  in  the  Bible. 


If  so  many  books  are  left  out  of  the  volume,  and  yet  actually  quoted 
in  It;  there  may  have  been  hundreds  of  others  of  which  we  have  no 
account. 

But,  besides  all  these,  it  is  evident  that  God  was  a  Revelator  to  man 
from  the  days  of  Adam  to  the  days  of  Moses,  who  commenced  to  write 
the  Bible ;  and  surely,  the  Bible  cannot  be  supposed  to  contain  the 
thousandth  part  of  the  word  of  the  Lord  which  had  been  revealed  in 
those  early  ages. 

Indeed,  the  Bible  contains  but  a  very  smaU  portion  of  the  word  of  the 
Lord  which  was  spoken  and  revealed  to  man  during  the  progress  of 
those  writings  ;  that  is,  from  Moses  to  John  the  Revelator. 

Does  it  contain  the  words  of  the  prophets  who  prophesied  in  the 
camp  of  Israel  at  the  time  Moses  exclaimed,  "  Would  to  God  the 
Lord's  people  were  all  prophets?"  Or,  will  any  one  contend  that  what 
they  prophesied,  was  not  the  word  of  the  Lord  ?  Does  the  Bible  con 
tarn  what  the  Corinthians,  Ephesians,  Romans,  and  others  prophesied 
m  the  churches,  when  assembled  together  from  time  to  time  in  the  en 
joyment  of  the  different  gifts  of  the  Spirit?  Does  the  Bible  contain  the 
word  of  the  Lord  which  he  has  manifested  in  visions,  in  prophesyings, 
and  revelations,  from  age  to  age,  down  to  the  present  day  ">    Does  it 
contain  all  which  God   has  revealed   to  other  nations   remote   from 
Jerusalem,  and  all  that  he  wiU  reveal  on  or  before  the  day  of  judg^ 
ment?  Shall  we  stand  before  a  dumb  God  at  the  judgment  day,  who 
if  he  speaks  m  order  to  pronounce  judgment,  will  be  found  a  trans' 
gressor  of  his  own  Book,  by  speaking  after  the  "Canon  of  Scripture  is 
complete  ?  ^ 

Does  it  contain  that  which  God  will  speak  to  Israel  in  the  wilder- 
ness m  the  great  restitution,  when  he  «  pleads  with  them  face  to  face  " 
m  fulfilment  of  the  20th  chapter  of  Ezekiel?  ' 

The  Bible  holds  forth  the  doctrine  of  continual  and  universal  ee- 
VELATioN,  so  far  as  men  would  live  up  to  their  privileges. 

«  If  ANY  MAN  lack  wisdom,  let  him  ask  of  God,  who  giveth  to 
ALL  MEN  liberally  and  upbraideth  not,  and  it  SHALL  BE  GIVEN 
HIM." 

Again,  the  apostle  prays  that  God  will  give  unto  the  children  of  men 
the  spirit  of  WISDOM  and  REVELATION  in  the  KNOWLEDGE 
OF  GOD. 

Again,  it  is  written,  that  no  man  k-noweth  the  Son  but  the  Father, 
and  him  to  whom  the  Father  REVEALS  him. 

Do  away  the  principle  of  direct  Revelation  then,  and  we  do  away 
the  rehgion  of  the  Bible,  and  have  nothing  left  but  atheism. 

Do  away  the  principle  of  direct  and  continued  Revelation,  and  you 
have  not  a  witness  on  earth  that  Jesus  is  the  Christ. 

Do  away  the  principle  of  continued  Revelation,  and  there  is  not  a 
man  on  earth  who  Jcnows  his  sms  forgiven,  or  that  can  get  a  call  to 
preach  the  gospel. 

Do  away  the  principle  of  continued  revelation,  and  you  M-orship  a 
DUMB  and  changeable  God,  and  have  no  communion  with  the  Angels, 
nor  with  the  Holy  Ghost. 

We  call  upon  the  hundreds  of  thousands  of  Methodists— upon  the 
Society  of  Friends  or  Quakers— upon  the  Christian  worid  at  large- 
nay,— upon  the  Church  of  England  herself,  to  speak  out  upon  this  subject 


—to  rise  up  in  the  dignity  and  majesty  of  their  holy  profession,"  and  bear 
their  testimony  against  this  atheism  in  a  new'  dress— this  religion 
which  shuts  heaven,  and  cuts  off  all  communicaUon  between  God  and 
his  creatures. 

So  much  for  the  Reverend  Gentleman's  first  pretended  "fact,"  we 
now  come  to  his  second  pretended  "  fact." 

He  says,  "  There  are  men  come  to  us,  who  profess  that  they  ha^e 
found  a  revelation,  which  they  say  is  from  God.  I  will  prove  by  facts 
that  what  they  say  camiot  be  true,  because  the  widow  of  the  man  who 
wrote  the  book  which  they  pretend  is  a  revelation  from  God,  has  pub- 
lished a  letter  proving  that  it  was  "  written  by  her  late  husband,  &c. 

He  further  says,  that  "  the  titie-page  may  be  considered  as  a  speci  • 
men  of  the  blasphemous  jargon  of  the  whole.  He  then  proceeds  to 
quote  the  title-page  in  part,  but  does  not  point  out  one  thing  which 
isjargonor  blasphemy  in  it.  Therefore  the  reader  is  left  at  a  loss 
what  he  means.  Perhaps  he  thinks  that  it  is  blasphemy  where  it  says 
"  that  Jesus  is  the  Christ,  the  Eternal  God  manifesting  himself  unto 
aU,  nations." 

He  says, "  at  least  thirty  pages  of  the  book  are  copied  from  the  Holy 
Gospels."  With  the  same  propriety  he  might  say  that  the  "Holy  Gos- 
pels" were  copied  from  each  other,  because  they  are  nearly  alike.  The 
thirty  pages  to  which  he  alludes  contain  the  gospel  and  teachings  of 
the  Son  of  God,  as  revealed  to  another  branch  of  Israel,  in  a  distant 
land  from  Jerusalem.  "NMiy  should  his  Gospel  not  be  the  same  in  one 
nation  or  country  as  in  another  ?  Does  it  alter  it  to  reveal  it  to  ano- 
ther people  ?  He  puts  us  in  mind  of  the  decision  of  the  Mahometan 
tyrant  in  relation  to  the  Alexandrian  Library,  who  ordered  the  600,000 
manuscript  volumes  to  be  burned  for  this  reason,  that  if  they  agreed 
with  the  "  Koran",  they  were  useless,  as  that  was  all-sufficient;  but  if 
they  did  not  agree  >^-ith  it,  they  were  false  any  how. 

So  this  gentleman  condemns  one  part  of  the  book  for  agreeing  with 
the  "  Gospels,"  and  the  other  part  for  some  other  reason.  But  after 
all,  can  find  no  ground  of  condemnation  for  600  pages  of  "  closely  writ- 
ten matter"  except  to  call  it  stupid,  without  reading  it,  and  let  it  go. 

He  then  mentions,  that  the  book  contains  the  testimony  of  eleven 
witnesses,  who  all  testify  that  tbey  have  seen  the  original  "copy  which 
lias  been  found ;  and  that  three  of  these  witnesses  testify  that  they 
know  the  truth  of  it  by  the  ministering  of  an  angel,  and  by  the  voice 
of  God. 

This  evidence  he  can  pass  over  in  silence,  while,  at  the  same  time, 
he  can  take  newspaper  statements,  containing  a  forged  letter  with  an 
old  woman's  name  signed  to  it,  and  publish  it  for  a  positive  >acx, 
which  he  supposes  will  have  great  weight  with  the  honest. 

But  lest  the  people  should  still  be  disposed  to  doubt  his  statements, 
he  again  affinns  as  foDows  :  "  My  object  is  not  to  mislead  by  false 
statements  or  pretended  truths — I  WRITE  ONLY  FACTS."  I  sup- 
pose he  thinks  that  the  statement  of  a  Reverend,  to  something  he  has 
read  in  a  newspaper,  is  quite  sufficient— that  people  will  not  have  the 
impoliteness  to  call  it  in  question  for  a  moment.  But  the  days  of  such 
credulity  have  gone  by — it  requires  something  more  than  a  forged  let- 
ter in  a  newspaper,  with  an  old  woman's  name  signed  to  it,  and  the 
statement  of  a  Reverend,   Avho  never  pretended  to  know  any  thing 


about  it  himself,  to  go  down  with  the  people  for  fact :  the  people  re- 
quire some  evidence. 

He  complains  of  one  of  our  ministers,  as  having  denied  that  the 
Bible  is  the  "  whole  truth  of  God."  But  who,  in  the  name  of  common 
sense,  will  contend  that  the  Bible  is  the  "whole  truth  of  God  ?"  It  is 
a  truth  that  America  exists;  but  the  Bible  does  not  tell  it.  It  is  a  truth 
that  Washington  lived  and  fought ;  but  that  truth  is  not  in  the  Bible. 
It  is  a  truth  that  her  Majesty  Queen  Victoria  now  reigns  in  England  ; 
but  the  Bible  does  not  contain  it.  It  is  a  truth  that  men  have  invented 
steam-boats  and  rail-roads ;  but  the  Bible  does  not  tell  it.  It  is  a 
truth  thattheRev.  C.  S.  Bush  is  in  existence,  (I  suppose)  but  the  Reve- 
rend Gentlemen  himself  disputes  it ;  for  he  says  the  Bible  contains  the 
whole  truth  of  God,  and  it  nowhere  mentions  the  existence  of  this 
gentleman,  and  surely  he  wiH  not  have  the  impiety  to  believe  in  any 
thing  which  is  not  in  the  Bible,  as  it  contains  "  the  whole  truth  of  God." 
Surely  then  he  will  call  in  question  his  own  existence. 

But  to  the  Reverend  gentleman's  next  "  fact."  He  says,  "  I  have 
just  received  from  a  brother  minister  the  following  FACT. — In  de- 
scribing a  conversation  held  with  a  young  woman  who  has  heard  them, 
and  whose  sister  has  been  deluded  by  them,  he  made  use  of  the  word 
"  Mormonite." — "  O  yes,"  she  said,  "  my  sister  tells  me  that  is  their 
name ;  they  go  by  the  Book  of  Mormon,  and  they  say  that  the  Bible 
is  only  true  in  part." 

Now  the  foregoing  must  be  received  as  FACT  ;  for  a  Minister  heard 
a  "  Brother  minister"  say,  that  he  heard  a  yovmg  woman  say,  that  she 
heard  a  young  woman  say,  that  she  heard  some  member  of  our  society 
say,  that  we  held  so  and  so  ;  and  whoever  knew  any  thing  but  FACTS 
so  come  from  ministers  and  young  women  when  associated  with  each 
other  in  so  holy  a  cause ! ! ! 

This  last  FACT  is  so  well  authenticated  that  we  shall  not  be  so 
uncourteous  to  the  ladies  and  clergy  as  to  call  it  in  question. 

We  therefore  proceed  to  notice  his  next  "  fact."  He  says,  "  There 
is  no  revelation  from  God  but  that  which  proceeds  from  him." 

This  is  a  fact  which  we  do  not  wish  to  call  in  question :  but  we 
merely  quote  it  as  a  specimen  of  the  Reverend  gentleman's  logic,  and 
to  give  him  the  credit  which  would  seem  to  be  his  just  due,  for  having 
discovered  an  axiom  so  important. 

It  would  be  a  similar  use  of  language  to  say,  there  is  no  news  from 
France  except  that  which  proceeds  from  France. 

The  gentleman  quotes  Paul  to  Timothy,  where  he  says,  "  from  a 
child  thou  hast  known  the  Holy  Scriptures,  which  are  able  to  make 
thee  wise  unto  salvation,  through  faith  which  is  in  Christ  Jesus." 

He  then  observes :  "  Here  the  Holy  Scriptures,  and  not  pretended 
:-evelations  from  angels,  are  spoken  of  as  being  able  able  to  make  men 
wise  unto  salvation. 

What  does  he  mean  by  this  ?  Surely  he  is  not  ignorant  that  Paul 
and  others  received  revelations  from  angels  both  before  and  after  this 
letter  to  Timothy.  Did  not  John  receive  a  revelation  from  an  angel 
many  years  after  Paul  wrote  this  Epistle  ?  Surely  he  did. 

I  know  not  why  the  gentleman  quoted  this  text,  unless  it  was  to 
infer  that  we  must  reject  all  Scripture  which  was  given  later  than  that 
which  Timothy  was  acquainted  with  when  a  child.     If  this  text  proves 


anything  against  modern  revelation,  it  pro'^es  too  much ;  for  it  speaks 
expressly  of  the  Old  Testament  Scriptures,  and  no  other,  because  no 
other  was  in  existence  when  Timothy  was  a  child.  Indeed,  the  NeAV 
Testament  did  not  yet  ejdst  when  Paul  was  writing  this  text. 

WiU  Mr.  Bush  give  up  the  New  Testament,  and  say  it  is  not  ne 
cessary,  because  the  other  was  able  to  make  one  wise  unto  salvation? 
WiU  he  reject  everything  which  has  been  revealed  by  angels  since  that 
text  was  wiitten?     It  seems  so,  from  the  inference  which  he  has 
drawn. 

But  now  to  his  next  "  fact." 

He  says,  «  THE  WORD  OF  GOD'S  REVELATION  IS 
CLOSED  FOR  EVER."  He  then  quotes  Rev.  xxii.  18,  19,  and 
Proverbs  xxx.  5,  6.  The  latter  is,  "  Add  thou  not  unto  his  words, 
lest  he  reprove  thee,  and  thou  be  found  a  liar."  In  the  former  text 
he  was  for  rejecting  all  the  Scriptures,  except  the  Old  Testament, 
which  Timothy  had  known  from  a  child ;  but  now  he  seems  inclined 
to  reject  all  which  has  been  added  since  the  Proverbs  were  written. 
This  sweeps  off  most  of  the  prophets.  I  think  by  the  time  he  gets 
through  with  his  logic  we  shall  have  but  a  small  Bible  indeed ;  that  is, 
if  his  conclusions  are  tenable.  What  object  can  he  have  in  quoting 
this  text,  except  to  cut  off  all  which  has  been  added  since? 

These  texts  do  not  prohibit  God,  or  angels,  or  the  Holy  Spirit,  from 
giving  revelations  to  man,  in  any  age  of  the  world.  But  they  only 
prohibit  man  from  perverting  that  Avhich  God  gives,  by  additions  or 
diminutions  of  their  o^vn. 

Mr.  Bush  intimates,  that  the  Latter-Day  Saints  are  "  open  to  the 
excommunication  of  the  Church  of  Christ,"  and  "  open  to  being  denied 
CHRISTIAN  BURIAL,"  and  "  lost  for  ever;"  to  which  we  reply, 
that  we  want  no  fellowship  with  a  professed  Church  of  Christ,  whose 
ch3,rity  is  so  limited  that  it  denies  burial  to  the  dead  bodies  of  those 
who  dissent  from  them,  or  even  to  the  heathen.  As  to  burial,  we  are 
not  careful  with  whom  or  by  whom  we  are  buried;  but  the  great 
object  witli  us  is  to  secure  part  in  the  first  resurrection. 

He  says,  "  This  must  be  true,"  (that  we  are  lost  for  ever)  "  if  Christ 
is  the  only  way,  truth,  and  light,  for  we  point  out  another  way — we 
appeal  to  another  so  called  truth,  that  of  Mormon,  and  seek  guidance 
from  another  light  than  that  of  the  spirit  of  the  Holy  One,  that  of  the 
wicked  lie.  Mormon." 

In  reply  to  this  false  accusation,  we  will  quote  some  of  the  writings 
of  Mormon,  to  show  to  all  men  that  Mr.  Bush  has  misrepresented 
Mormon,  as  well  as  those  who  believe  in  his  writings.  The  following 
are  some  closing  remarks  made  by  Mormon,  in  his  writings  to  the 
remnant  of  Israel,  his  brethren ;  and  it  is  such  doctrine  that  this  gen- 
tleman is  pleased  to  term  "  damnable  doctrines"  and  "  wicked  lies." 
We  quote  Book  of  Mormon,  page  560: — 

"  And  now,  behold,  I  would  speak  somewhat  unto  the  remnant  of 
this  people  who  are  spared,  if  it  so  be  that  God  may  give  unto  them 
my  words,  that  they  may  know  of  the  things  of  their  fathers ;  yea,  I 
speak  unto  you,  ye  remnant  of  the  house  of  Israel,  and  these  are  the 
words  which  I  speak,  know  ye  that  ye  are  of  the  house  of  Israel. 
Know  ye  that  ye  must  come  unto  repentance,  or  ye  cannot  be  saved. 
Know  ye  that  ye  must  lay  down  your  weapons  of  war,  and  delight  no 


more  in  the  shedding  of  blood,  and  take  them  not  again,  save  it  be  that 
God  shall  command  you.  Know  ye  that  ye  must  come  to  the  know- 
ledge of  your  fathers,  and  repent  of  all  your  sins  and  iniquities,  and 
believe  in  Jesus  Christ,  that  he  is  the  Son  of  God,  and  that  he  was 
slain  by  the  Jews,  and  by  the  power  of  the  Father  he  hath  risen 
again,  whereby  he  hath  gained  the  victory  over  the  grave  ;  and  also 
in  him  is  the  sting  of  death  swallowed  up.  And  he  bringeth  to  pass 
the  resurrection  of  the  dead,  whereby  man  must  be  raised  to  stand 
before  his  judgment  seat.  And  he  hath  brought  to  pass  the  redemp- 
tion of  the  world,  whereby  he  that  is  found  guiltless  before  him  at  the 
judgment  day,  hath  it  given  unto  him  to  dwell  in  the  presence  of  God 
in  his  kingdom,  to  sing  ceaseless  praises  with  the  choirs  above,  unto 
the  Father,  and  unto  the  Son,  and  unto  the  Holy  Ghost,  which  are 
one  God,  in  a  state  of  happiness  which  hath  no  end.  Therefore,  re- 
pent and  be  baptized  in  the  name  of  Jesus,  and  lay  hold  upon  the 
gospel  of  Christ,  which  shall  be  set  before  you,  not  only  in  this  record, 
but  also  in  the  record  which  shall  come  unto  the  Gentiles  from  the 
•Jews,  which  record  shall  come  from  the  Gentiles  unto  you.  For,  be- 
hold, this  is  written  for  the  intent  that  ye  may  believe  that ;  and  if  ye 
believe  that,  ye  will  believe  this  also;  and  if  ye  believe  this,  ye  will 
know  concerning  your  fathers,  and  also  the  marvellous  works  which 
were  wrought  by  the  power  of  God  among  them ;  and  ye  will  also 
know  that  ye  are  a  remnant  of  the  seed  of  Jacob ;  therefore,  ye  are 
numbered  among  the  people  of  the  first  covenant;  and  if  it  so  be 
that  ye  believe  in  Chtist,  and  are  baptized,  first  with  water,  then  with 
fire  and  with  the  Holy  Ghost,  following  the  example  of  our  Saviour, 
according  to  that  which  he  hath  commanded  us,  it  shall  be  well  with 
you  in  the  day  of  judgment.     Amen." 

The  foregoing  is  a  sample  of  the  purity  of  Mormon's  doctrine 
throughout  his  record ;  and  we  challenge  Mr.  Bush,  or  the  world,  to 
produce  from  the  619  pages  of  the  Book  of  Mormon  one  principle  of 
doctiine  which  does  not  breathe  the  same  spirit  of  purity  and  holiness. 
"  Damnable  doctrines!"  "  wicked  lie!"  What  loving  terms,  what 
charitable  expressions  for  a  professed  follower  of  the  meek  and  holy 
Lamb  of  God  !  but  they  are  in  accordance  with  that  spiiit  which  would 
leave  a  dissenter  without  a  decent  burial. 

He  further  says,  that,  when  we  baptize  a  person,  we  require  him 
to  "  renounce  all  other  religions  on  the  face  of  the  earth."  This  we 
acknowledge  to  he  true.  We  most  freely  renounce  all  other  religions 
but  the  religion  set  forth  in  the  page  of  Mormon's  writings  which  we 
have  quoted,  and  other  writings  which  are  in  accordance  with  it.  We 
want  no  religion  but  pure  Christianity.  He  says,  "  It  can  easily  be 
proved,  too,  that  they  have  used  and  quoted  the  Book  (of  Mormon)  at 
their  meetings."  To  this  we  reply,  that  we  will  own  it,  and  save  them 
the  trouble  of  proving  it.  We  do  use  and  quote  the  Book  of  Mormon; 
and,  farther  than  this,  we  intend  to  publish  it  to  all  nations  and  lan- 
guages under  heaven ;  for  we  know,  and  hereby  testify,  that  it  is  an 
^ncieut  record,  written  by  the  commandment  of  the  Lord,  and  that  it 
is  now  sent  forth  by  his  commandment;  and  all  the  powers  of  earth 
and  hell  will  never  stop  its  progress  till  earth  is  overwhelmed  with  its 
light  and  glory. 

He  says,  they  "  have  declared  that  parts  of  the  Bible  are  the  words 


or  WORKS  of  bad  men  and  bad  women,  an  assertion  which  at  once  ranks 
them  with  the  infidel  denyers  of  the  inspiration  of  the  Bible."  This, 
too,  we  acknowledge  to  laave  said,  and  we  do  stiU  say  it ;  and,  if  it 
ranks  us  with  the  infldel,  we  cannot  help  it.  It  is  what  the  Bible 
professes ;  and  while  we  beUeve  the  Bible,  we  are  bound  to  believe 
that  it  contains  some  of  the  works  and  words  of  bad  men  and  bad 
women — nay,  more,  it  contains  the  words  of  a  serpent,  of  devils,  and 
of  an  ASS  ;  and  he  that  says  to  the  contrary  is  an  infidel,  and  not  a 
belie^  er  in  the  Bible  at  all.     We  will  here  give  a  few  samples : — 

The  word  of  the  serpent  to  Eve. 

The  word  of  the  ass  to  Balaam. 

The  word  of  the  Devil  to  Christ. 

The  word  of  the  wicked  men  and  women  of  Ephesus,  crying,"  Great 
is  Diana  of  the  Ephesians." 

The  word  of  Potipher's  wife  to  Joseph,  saying, "  Come,  lie  with  me." 

The  word  of  Job's  wife,  "  Curse  God  and  die." 

We  could  give  a  hundred  other  examples,  but  we  trust  these  will 

suffice.     We  now  leave  this  part  of  the  subject  for  a  candid  public  to 

judge  which  is  the  infidel — whether  it  is  Mr.  Bush,  who  believes  all 

,the  above  Scriptures  to  be  the  word  of  the  Lord,  or  whether  it  is  the 

Latter- Day  Saints,  who  believe  they  are  just  what  they  profess  to  be. 

Mr.  Bush  quotes  the  words  of  .John,  in  his  second  Epistle,  8,  9,  10, 
and  11.  It  speaks  concerning  those  who  transgress  and  abide  not  in 
the  DOCTKiNE  of  Christ,  and  declares  that  they  have  not  God.  To 
this  we  would  reply,  that  we  are  willhig  to  compare  our  doctrine  with 
that  of  the  Church  of  England  at  any  time,  and  let  the  world  see  which 
comes  up  to  the  standard  of  the  doctrine  of  (/hrist.  The  doctrine  of 
Christ  was  a  doctrine  of  revelation  and  miracles:  the  doctrine  of 
Mr.  Bush  is  the  opposite.  He  says,  we  are  to  receive  no  revela- 
tions ;  but  Christ  promises  us  the  Holy  Spirit  of  revelation,  which 
would  guide  us  into  all  truth,  teach  us  all  things,  and  show  us 
tfiings  to  come. 

He  quotes  Paul  to  the  Galatians,  concerning  preaching  another 
gospel,  and  asks  the  question,  "Was  the  Book  of  Mormon,  its  bap- 
tism, its  folly,  preached  of  Paul  ?"  "  Was  it  of  Christ  ?"  He  answers, 
"  No;"  and  then  proceeds  to  curse  those  who  preach  the  principles  of 
Mormon.  Well,  let  him  curse.  But  still,  we  will  reply  to  his  ques- 
tions. We  say,  then,  as  to  the  doctrine  or  gospel  contained  in  the 
Book  of  Mormon,  together  with  its  baptism,  it  is  precisely  the  same 
as  taught  by  Paul  and  Christ.  This,  Mr.  Bush  himself  has  acknow- 
ledged, and  even  said  it  was  copied  from  the  "  Holy  Gospels ;"  but, 
for  further  proof  of  its  being  the  same  gospel,  we  again  refer  to  the 
page  of  the  writings  of  Mormon,  which  we  have  already  quoted  in  this 
pamphlet.  But  as  to  the  "  fully"  of  the  Book  of  Mormon,  Mr.  B.  has 
not  been  so  kind  as  to  point  but  one  specimen  of  its  "  folly,"  and  we, 
after  several  years'  acquaintance  with  it,  have  not  been  able  to  discover 
any  "  folly"  in  it.  If  there  is  any  in  it,  perhaps  Paul  would  have 
preached  it;  for,  if  his  own  testimony  is  to  be  credited,  he  wrote  folly 
to  the  Corintliians,  and  requested  tliem  to  "  bear  with  him  a  little  in 
his  folly." 

But  if  the  question  be  asked,  whether  Jesus  and  Paul  preached  the 
Book  of  Mormon,  wc  answer,  "  No;"  for  surely  we  would  not  expect 
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them  to  preach  a  book  in  Asia  which  was  only  had  in  America,  and 
especially  400  years  before  it  was  written,  or  before  the  writer 
lived.  Jesus  and  Paul  lived  in  Palestine  1800  years  snice,  and  Mor- 
mon lived  in  America  about  1400  years  since.  But  this  question 
makes  as  much  against  many  of  the  books  of  the  New  Testament  as 
it  does  against  the  Book  of  Monnon. 

Paul  and  Christ  did  not  preach  any  book  except  the  Old  Testament. 
The  gospel  did  not  consist  of  a  book,  but  rather  of  a  message  of  glad 
tidings  proclaimed  among  the  people,  whereby  they  might  be   saved. 

I  ask,  did  Paul  preach  the  Revelations  of  John,  which  he  received 
on  the  Isle  of  Patmos  many  years  after  Paul  was  dead?  I  answer. 
No.  What  then?  Shall  we  reject  John's  book?  No.  But  Mr. 
Bush's  argument  would  make  as  much  against  the  Book  of  Revela- 
tions as  against  the  Book  of  Mormon,  for  Paul  preached  neither;  and 
Mr.  B.  curses  those  who  preach  a  book  which  Paul  did  not  preach. 
Paul  did  not  refer  to  a  book  which  he  had  preached,  and  then  curse 
those  who  should  preach  any  other ;  but  he  referred  to  certain  prin- 
ciples, and  wherever  these  principles  are  found,  whether  written  or 
verbal,  they  are  the  same  gospel  which  was  preached  by  Paul.  Let 
them  be  written  by  Matthew,  Mark,  Luke,  John,  Paul,  or  Peter,  in 
Asia,  or  let  them  be  written  by  Nephi,  Alma,  Mormon,  or  Moroni,  in 
America,  they  are  still  the  same  unaltered  Gospel.  Let  them  be 
written  on  parchment,  papyrus,  tables  of  stone,  paper,  or  plates  of 
gold,  they  are  still  the  same  unchangeable  principles.  They  will  re- 
main the  same,  although  the  material  on  which  they  are  written  should 
perish  or  be  dissolved, — the  same,  even  if  heaven  and  earth  should 
pass  away. 

We  shall  now  proceed  to  lay  before  the  public  the  forged  letter 
which  Mr-  Bush  has  published  in  his  tract,  as  the  principal  foundation 
of  his  whole  fabric,  together  with  several  replies  to  the  same,  which 
have  been  published  by  some  of  the  most  respectable  journals  in  the 
United  States,  and  which  will  effectually  expose  and  lay  open  one  of 
the  deepest  plots  of  Satan  and  of  Avicked  men  which  was  ever  laid 
against  the  truth  since  the  priests  gave  to  the  soldiers  "  large  money" 
to  hire  them  to  report  that  Jesus'  disciples  had  stolen  his  body.  By 
that  means  priestcraft  continued  to  blind  the  eyes  of  a  majority  of  the 
Jews  unto  this  day  ;  and  by  this  Spaulding  fable  the  priests  of  the  pre- 
sent age  may  contrive  to  keep  many  of  the  Gentiles  in  blindness  in 
relation  to  the  fulness  of  the  gospel,  and  thus  plunge  them  into  a 
similar  destruction. 

The  following  is  a  copy  of  the  forged  letter.  It  was,  when  first  pub- 
lished in  America,  haaded 

«  MORMON  BIBLE." 

"  The  Boston  Recorder  of  last  week  contains  the  following  singular 
developeraent  of  the  origin  and  history  of  the  Mormon  Bible.  It  ac- 
counts most  satisfactorily  for  the  existence  of  the  book,  a  fact  which 
heretofore  it  has  been  difficult  to  explain.  It  was  difficult  to  imagine 
how  a  work  containing  so  many  indications  of  being  the  production 
of  a  cultivated  mind  should  be  connected  with  a  knavery  so  impudent 
and  a  superstition  so  gross  as  that  which  must  have  characterised  the 
founders  of  this  pretended  religious  sect.  The  present  narrative, 
which,  independently  of  the  attestations  annexed,  appears  to  be  by  no 


means  improbable,  was  prociired  bj  the  writer  from  the  Reverend  Mr. 
Stow,  of  Holliston,  who  remarks  that  "  he  lias  had  occasion  to  come 
in  contact  with  Mormonism  in  its  grossest  forms."  It  was  communi- 
cated by  him  for  publication  in  the  Recorder. 

As  this  book  has  excited  much  attention,  and  has  been  put  up  by 
a  certam  new  sect  in  the  place  of  the  sacred  Scriptui-es,  I  deem  it  a 
duty  which  I  owe  to  the  public  to  state  what  I  know  touching  its 
origin.  That  its  claims  to  a  divine  origin  are  wholly  imfounded  needs 
no  proof  to  a  mind  unpei-verted  by  the  grossest  delusions.  That  any 
sane  person  should  rank  it  higher  than  any  otlier  merely  human  com- 
position is  a  matter  of  the  greatest  astonishment ;  yet  it  is  received  as 
divine  by  some  who  dwell  in  enlightened  New  England,  and  even  by 
those  who  have  sustained  the  character  of  devoted  Christians.  Learn- 
ing recently  that  Mormonism  had  found  its  way  into  a  church  in 
Massachusetts,  and  has  impregnated  some  of  its  members  with  its 
gross  delusions,  so  that  excommunication  has  become  necessary,  I 
am  determined  to  delay  no  longer  doing  what  I  can  to  strip  the  mask 
from  this  monster  of  sin.  and  to  lay  open  this  pit  of  abominations. 
Reverend  Solomon  Spaulding,  to  whom  I  was  united  in  marriage  in 
early  life,  was  a  graduate  of  Dartmouth  College,  and  was  distin- 
guished for  a  lively  imagination,  and  a  great  fondness  for  history. 
At  the  time  of  our  man-iage,  he  resided  in  Cherry  Valley,  New  York. 
From  this  place  he  removed  to  New  Salem,  \shtabula  county,  Ohio, 
sometimes  called  Connaut,  as  it  is  situated  on  Connaut  Creek. 
Shortly  after  our  arrival  at  this  place,  his  health  sunk,  and  he  was 
laid  aside  from  active  labours.  In  the  town  of  New  Salem  tliere  are 
numerous  moiinds  and  forts,  supposed  by  many  to  be  the  dilapidated 
dwellings  and  fortifications  of  a  race  now  extinct.  These  ancient 
relics  arrest  the  attention  of  the  new  settlers,  and  become  objects  of 
research  for  the  curious.  Numerous  implements  were  found,  and 
other  articles,  evincing  great  skill  in  tlie  arts.  Mr.  Spaulding  being 
an  educated  man,  passionately  fond  of  history,  took  a  lively  interest 
in  these  developments  of  antiquity;  and,  in  order  to  beguile  the  hours 
of  retirement,  and  furnish  employment  for  his  lively  imagination,  he 
conceived  the  idea  of  giving  a  lustorical  sketch  of  this  long  lost  race. 
Their  extreme  antiquity,  of  course,  would  lead  him  to  write  in  the 
most  ancient  style ;  and  as  the  Old  Testament  is  the  most  ancient 
book  in  the  world,  he  imitated  its  style  as  nearly  as  possible.  His 
sole  object  in  writing  this  historical  romance  was  to  amuse  himself 
and  neighbours.  This  Mas  about  the  year  1812.  Hull's  surrender 
at  Detroit  occurred  at  the  same  time,  and  I  recollect  the  date  well 
from  that  circumstance.  As  he  progressed  in  his  narrative  the  neigh- 
bours would  come  in,  from  time  to  time,  to  hear  portions  read,  and  a 
great  interest  in  the  work  was  excited  among  them.  It  claimed  to 
have  been  written  by  one  of  the  lost  nation,  and  to  have  been  recovered 
from  the  earth,  and  assumed  the  title  of  "  Manuscript  found."  The 
neighbours  would  often  inquire  how  Mr.  S.  progi'essed  in  deciphering 
"  manuscript,"  and,  when  he  had  a  sufficient  portion  prepared,  he 
would  inform  them,  and  they  would  assemble  to  hear  it  read.  He 
was  enabled,  from  his  acquaintance  with  the  classics  and  ancient  his- 
tory, to  introduce  many  singular  names,  which  were  particularly 
,^      noticed  by  the  people,  and  could  be  easily  recognised  by  them.     Mr. 
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S.  Spaulding  had  a  brother^  Mr.  John  Spaulding,  residing  in  the  place 
at  the  time,  who  was  perfectly  familiar  with  this  work,  and  repeatedly 
heard  the  whole  of  it  read.  From  New  Salem  he  removed  to  Pitts- 
burgh, Pennsylvania.  Here  Mr.  S.  found  an  acquaintance  and 
friend  in  the  person  of  Mr.  Patterson,  an  editor  of  a  newspaper.  He 
exhibited  his  manuscript  to  Mr.  P.,  who  was  very  much  pleased  with, 
and  borrowed  it  for  pferusal.  He  retained  it  for  a  long  time,  and  in- 
formed Mr.  S.  that,  if  he  would  make  out  a  title-page  and  preface,  he 
would  publish  it,  and  it  might  be  a  source  of  profit.  This  Mr.  S.  re- 
fused to  do,  fi'r  reasons  which  I  carmot  now  state.  Sidney  Rigdon,* 
who  has  figured  so  largely  in  the  history  of  the  Mormons,  was  at  this 
time  connected  Mdth  the  printing-office  of  Mr.  Patterson,  as  is  well 
known  in  that  region,  and  as  Rigdon  himr  elf  has  frequently  stated. 
Here  he  had  ample  opportunity  to  become  acquainted  ^ith  Mr. 
Spaulding's  manuscript,  and  copy  it  if  he  chose.  It  was  a  matter  of 
notoriety  and  interest  to  all  who  were  connected  with  the  printing 
establishment.  At  length  the  manuscript  was  returned  to  its  author, 
and  soon  after  we  remo'^'ed  to  Amity,  Washington  county,  Pa.,  where 
Mr.  S.  died  in  1816.  The  manuscript  then  fell  into  my  hands,  and 
was  carefully  preserved.  It  has  frequently  been  examined  by  my 
daughter,  Mrs.  M'Kentry,  of  Monson,  Mass.,  with  whom  I  now  reside, 
and  by  other  friends.  After  the  "  Book  of  Mormon"  came  out,  a  copy 
of  it  was  taken  to  New  Salem,  the  place  of  Mr.  Spaulding's  former 
residence,  and  the  very  place  where  the  "  Manuscript  Found"  was 
written.  A  woman  preacher-  appointed  a  meeting  there,  (New  Salem) 
and  in  the  meeting  read  and  repeated  copious  extracts  from  the  "  Book 
of  Mormon."  The  historical  part  was  immediately  recognised  by  all 
the  older  inhabitants  as  the  identical  work  of  Mr.  S.,  in  which  they 
had  been  so  deeply  interested  years  before.  Mr.  John  Spaulding  was 
present,  who  was  an  eminently  pious  man,  and  recognised  perfectly 
the  work  of  his  brother.  He  was  amazed  and  afflicted  that  it  should 
have  been  perverted  to  so  wicked  a  purpose.  His  grief  found  vent  in 
a  flood  of  tears,  and  he  arose  on  the  spot,  and  expressed  in  the  meeting 
his  deep  sorrow  and  regret  that  the  writings  of  his  sainted  brother 
should  be  used  for  a  purpose  so  vile  and  shocking.  The  excitement 
in  New  Salem  became  so  great  that  the  inhabitants  had  a  meeting, 
and  deputed  Dr.  Philastus  Hurlburt,  one  of  their  members,  to  repair 
to  this  place,  and  obtain  from  me  the  original  manuscript  of  Mr. 
Spaulding,  for  the  purpose  of  comparing  it  with  the  Mormon  Bible,  to 
satisfy  their  own  minds,  and  to  prevent  their  friends  from  embracing 
an  error  so  delusive.  This  was  in  the  year  1834.  Dr.  Hurlburt 
brought  with  him  an  introduction,  and  request  for  the  manuscript, 
signed  by  Messrs.  Henry  Lake,  Aaron  Wight,  and  others,  with  all  of 
whom  I  was  acquainted,  as  they  were  my  neighbours  when  I  resided 
in  New  Salem.  I  am  sure  that  nothing  could  grieve  my  husband 
more,  were  he  living,  than  the  use  which  has  been  made  of  his  work. 
The  air  of  proud  antiquity  which  was  thrown  about  the  composition 
doubtless  suggested  the  idea  of  converting  it  to  purposes  of  delusion. 
Thus,  a  historical  romance,  with  the  addition  of  a  few  pious  expres- 
sions and  extracts  from  the  sacred  Scriptures,  has  been  consti'ued  into 

*  One  of  the  leaders  and  founders  of  the  sect. 
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a  new  Bible,  and  palmed  off  upon  a  company  of  deluded  fanatics  as 
divine.  I  have  given  the  previous  brief  narration  that  this  work  of 
deception  and  wickedness  may  be  searched  to  the  foundation,  and  its 
author  exposed  to  the  contempt  and  execration  he  so  justlv  deserves. 

MATILDA  DAVIDSON. 
Rev.  Solomon  Spaulding  was  the  first  husband  of  the  narrator  of 
the  above  history.  Since  his  decease  she  has  been  married  to  a 
second  husband,  by  the  name  of  Davidson.  She  is  now  residing  in 
this  place — is  a  woman  of  irreproachable  character,  and  an  humble 
Christian — and  her  testimony  is  worthy  of  implicit  confidence. 

A.  Elt,  D.D.,  Pastor  of  Cong.  Church,  in  Monson. 
D.  R.  AusTiK,  Principal  of  Monson  Academy. 
Monson,  Mass.,  April  I,  1839." 


To  THE  Editor  or  the  New  Eba. 
Sib, — In  your  paper  of  the  2oth  instant  there  is  an  article,  copied 
from  the  Boston  Recorder,  headed  "  Mormon  Bible,"  and  signed  "  Ma- 
tilda Davidson,"  which  justice  to  our  society  and  to  the  public  requires 
me  to  answer ;  and  I  trust  that  a  sense  of  justice  will  induce  you,  sir, 
to  give  your  readers  both  sides  of  the  question. 

I  am  one  of  the  society  who  believe  the  "  Book  of  Mormon,"  and 
as  such  I  am  assailed  in  the  statement  professing  to  come  from  Ma- 
tilda Davidson. 

In  the  first  place,  there  is  no  such  book  in  existence  as  the  "  Mor- 
mon Bible."  The  Mormons,  as  they  are  vulgarly  called,  believe  in 
the  same  Bible  that  all  Christendom  professes  to  believe  in,  viz. :  the 
common  version  of  the  Old  and  New  Testaments.  The  Book  of  Mor- 
mon is  not  entitled  a  Bible,  except  by  those  who  misrepresent  it.  It 
is  entitled  the  "  Book  of  Mormon." 

The  religious  sect  alluded  to  in  your  paper  are  there  accused  of 
knavery  and  superstition.  Now,  we  are  not  sensible  of  being  guilty 
of  knavery,  and  we  do  not  know  wherein  we  are  superstitious,  but 
very  much  desire  to  know,  in  order  that  we  may  reform.  If  some 
good  minister  or  editor  will  condescend  to  particulars,  and  point  out 
our  superstitions,  we  will  take  it  as  a  great  kindness,  for  we  are  the 
declared  enemies  to  knavery  and  superstition. 

If  a  firm  belief  in  the  gospel  of  a  crucified  and  risen  Redeemer,  as 
manifested  to  all  nations,  and  as  recorded  in  their  sacred  books, 
amounts  to  superstition,  then,  we  are  superstitious.  If  preaching 
that  system  to  others  and  calling  them  to  repentance  is  superstition, 
then,  we  are  superstitious.  If  refasing  to  fellowship  the  modern  sys- 
tems of  sectarianism  which  are  contrarj'  to  the  pure  doctrines  of  the 
Bible  be  superstition,  then,  we  are  superstitious ;  for  we  hereby  de- 
clare our  withdrawal  from  all  the  mysticism,  priestcraft,  and  super- 
stitions, and  from  all  the  creeds,  doctrines,  commandments,  traditions, 
and  precepts  of  men,  as  far  as  they  are  contrary  to  the  ancient  faith 
and  doctrine  of  the  Saints  ;  and  we  hereby  bear  our  testimony  against 
them. 

We  do  not  believe  that  God  ever  instituted  more  than  one  religious 
system  under  the  same  dispensation,  therefore  we  do  not  admit  that 
two  different  sects  can  possibly  be  right.  The  churches  of  Jesus 
Christ,  in  any  age  or  country,  must  be  all  built  upon  the  same  faith, 
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the  same  baptism,  the  same  Lord,  the  same  Holy  Spirit,  which 
would  guide  them  into  all  truth,  and  consequently  from  all  error 
and  superstition.  The  Book  of  Mormon  has  never  been  placed 
by  us  in  the  place  of  the  sacred  Scriptures,  but,  as  before  said, 
the  sacred  Scriptures  stand  in  their  own  place,  and  the  Book  of 
Mormon  abundantly  corroborates  and  bears  testimony  of  the 
truth  of  the  Bible.  Indeed,  there  is  no  society  within  our  know- 
ledge whose  members  adhere  more  closely  to  the  Bible  than  ours. 
For  proof  of  this  we  appeal  to  the  multitudes  who  attend  our 
religious  meetings  in  this  city  and  in  all  other  places. 

The  piece  in  your  paper  states  that  **  Sidney  Rigdon  was  con- 
nected with  the  printing-office  of  Mr.  Patterson,"  (in  Pittsburgh) 
and  that  **  this  is  a  fact  well  known  in  that  region,  and  as  Rig- 
don himself  has  frequently  stated.  Here  he  had  ample  opportu- 
nity to  become  acquainted  with  Mr.  Spaulding's  manuscript, 
(romance)  and  to  copy  it  if  he  chose."  This  statement  is  utterly 
and  entirely  false.  Mr.  Rigdon  was  never  connected  with  the 
said  printing  establishment,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  and  we 
defy  the  world  to  bring  proof  of  any  such  connexion.  Now,  the 
person  or  persons  who  fabricated  that  falsehood  would  do  well 
to  repent,  and  become  persons  of  truth  and  veracity,  before  they 
express  such  acute  sensibility  concerning  the  religious  pretensions 
of  others. 

The  Btatement  that  Mr.  Rigdon  is  one  of  the  founders  of  the 
said  religious  sect  is  also  incorrect.  The  sect  was  founded  in  the 
state  of  New  York  while  Mr.  Rigdon  resided  in  Ohio,  several 
hundreds  of  miles  distant.  Mr.  Rigdon  embraced  the  doctrine 
through  ray  instrumentality.  I  first  presented  the  Book  of 
Mormon  to  him.  I  stood  upon  the  bank  of  the  stream  while  he 
was  baptized,  and  assisted  to  officiate  in  his  ordination  ;  and  I 
myself  was  unacquainted  with  the  system  until  some  months  after 
its  organization,  which  was  on  the  6th  of  April,  1830,  and  I 
embraced  it  in  September  following. 

The  piece  further  states,  that  *'  a  woman  preacher  appointed 
a  meeting  at  New  Salem,  Ohio,  and  in  the  meeting  read  and  re- 
peated copious  extracts  from  the  Book  of  Mormon.  Now,  it  is 
a  fact  well  known,  that  we  have  had  no  fema>e  preacher  in  our 
connexion,  for  we  do  not  believe  in  a  female  priesthood.  It  far- 
ther says,  that  the  excitement  in  New  Salem  became  so  great 
that  the  inhabitants  had  a  meeting,  and  deputed  Doctor  Philaster 
Hurlburt,  one  of  their  members,  to  repair  to  Spaulding's  widow, 
and  obtain  from  her  the  original  manuscript  of  the  romance,  &c. 
But  the  statement  does  not  say  whether  he  obtained  the  manu- 
script, but  still  leaves  the  impression  that  he  did,  and  that  it  was 
compared  with  the  Book  of  Mormon,  &c.  New,  whoever  will 
read  the  work  got  up  by  the  sai'i  Hurlburt,  entitled  "  Mormonism 
Unveiled,"  will  find  that  he  there  states,  that  the  said  manuscript 
of  Spaulding's  romance  was  lost,  and  could  no  where  be  found. 
But  the  widow  is  here  made  to  say,  that  it  is  carefully  preserved. 
Here  seems  to  be  some  knavery  or  crooked  work  ;  and  no  wonder, 
for  this  said  Hurlburt  is  one  of  the  most  notorious  rascals  in  the 
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western  country.  He  was  first  cut  oflf  from  our  society  for  au  attempt 
at  seduction  and  crime,  and,  secondly,  he  was  laid  imcler  bonds  in 
Geauga  county,  Ohio,  for  threatening  to  murder  Joseph  Sfnith,  jun., 
after  which  he  laid  the  deep  design  of  the  Spaulding  romance  imposi- 
tion, in  which  he  has  been  backed  by  evil  and  designing,  men  in  dif- 
ferent parts  of  the  country,  and  sometimes  by  those  who  do  not  wish 
to  do  wrong,  but  who  are  ignorant  on  the  subject.  Now,  what  but 
falsehood  could  be  expected  from  such  a  person  ?  Now,  if  there  is 
such  a  manuscript  in  existence,  let  it  come  forward  at  once,  and  not 
be  kept  in  the  dark.  Again,  if  the  public  will  be  patient,  they  will 
doubtless  find  that  the  piece  signed  "  Matilda  Davidson,"  (Spaulding's 
widow^  is  a  base  fabrication  by  priest  Stores,  of  Holliston,  Mass.,  in 
order  to  save  his  craft,  after  losing  the  deacon  of  his  church,  and  se- 
veral of  its  most  pious  and  intelligent  members,  who  left  his  society 
to  embrace  what  they  considered  to  be  truth.  At  any  rate,  a  judge 
of  literary  productions,  who  can  swallow  that  piece  of  writing  as  the 
production  of  a  woman  in  pi'ivate  life,  can  be  made  to  believe  that 
the  Book  of  Mormon  is  a  romance  ;  for  the  one  is  as  much  like  a  ro- 
mance as  the  other  is  like  a  woman's  composition. 

The  production  signed  "  Matilda  Davidson"  is  evidently  tKe  work 
of  a  man  accustomed  to  public  address,  and  the  Book  of  Mormon  1 
know  to  be  true,  and  the  Spaulding  story,  as  far  as  the  origin  of  the 
Book  of  Mormon  is  connected  with  it,  I  Imow  to  be  false. 

I  now  leave  the  subject  with  a  candid  public,  with  a  sincere  desire 
that  those  who  have  been  deluded  witli  such  vain  and  foolish  lies  may 
be  imdeceived. 

Editors  who  have  given  publicity  to  the  Spaulding  story  will  do  an 
act  of  justice  by  giving  publicity  to  the  foregoing. 
New  York,  Nov.  27th,  1 839.   "  P.  P.  PRATT. 


Cupy  of  a  Letter  written  by  Mr.  John  Haven^  of  Holliston,  Middlesex 
Co.,  Massachusetts,  to  hin  dauyhter,  Elizabeth  Haven,  of  Quincy, 
Adams  Co.,  Illinois. 
Your  brother  Jesse  passed  through  Monson,  where  he  saw  Mrs.  Da- 
vidson and  her  daughter,  Mrs.  M'KinestiT,  and  also  Dr.  Ely,  and 
spent  several  hours  with  them,  during  which  time  he  asked  them  the 
following  questions,  viz. : — 

Did  you,  Mrs.  Davidson,  write  a  letter  to  John  Storrs,  giving  an 
account  of  the  origin  of  the  Book  of  Mormon  ? — Ans. :  I  did  not.  Did 
you  sign  your  name  to  it? — Ans.:  I  did  nol;  neither  did  I  ever  see 
the  letter  until  I  saw  it  in  the  Boston  Recorded' ;  the  letter  was  never 
brought  to  me  to  sign.  Ques.;  What  agency  had  you  in  having  this 
letter  sent  to  Mr.  Storrs? — Ans.:  D.  R.  Austin  came  to  my  house, 
and  asked  me  some  questions,  took  some  minutes  on  paper,  and  from 
those  minutes  wrote  that  letter.  Ques.  •  Is  wh»t  is  written  in  the 
letter  true  ? — Ans. :  In  the  main  it  is.  Ques.  r  Have  you  read  the 
Book  of  Mormon? — Ans.:  I  have  read  some  in  it.  Ques, :  Does  Mr. 
Spaulding's  manuscript  and  the  Book  of  Mormon  agree? — Ans.;  I 
think  some  few  of  the  names  are  alike.  Ques. :  Does  the  manuscript 
describe  an  idolatrous  or  a  religious  people,' — Ans.:  An  idolatrous 
people.  Ques.:  Where  is  the  manuscript? — Ans.:  Dr.  P.  Hurlburt 
came  here  and  took  it,  said  he  w«ttld  g^t  it  printed,  and  let  me  have 
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one  half  the  profits.  Ques.:  Has  Dr.  P.  Hurlburt  got  the  raauuscript 
printed  ?-7-Atis.  :  I  received  a  letter  stating  it  did  not  read  as  they  ex- 
pected, and  they  should  not  print  it.  Ques.:  How  lai'ge  is  Mr. 
Spaulding's  manuscript? — Ans.:  About  one  third  as  large  as  the 
Book  of  Mormon.  Ques.:  (To  Mrs.  M'Kinestry)  How  old  was  you 
■when  your  father  wrote  the  manuscript? — Ans.:  About  five  years  of 
age.  Ques.:  Did  you  ever  read  the  manuscript? — Ans.:  When  I 
was  about  twelve  years  old  I  used  to  read  it  for  diversion.  Ques.:  Did 
the  manuscript  describe  an  idolatrous  or  a  religieus  people  ? — Ans. : 
An  idolatrous  people.  Ques.;  Does  the  manuscript  and  the  Book  of 
Mormon  agree  ? — Ans,:  I  think  some  of  the  names  agi'ee.  Ques.:  Are 
you  certain  that  some  of  the  names  agree  ? — Ans.:  I  am  not.  Ques.: 
Have  yoTi  ever  read  any  in  the  Book  of  Mormon  ? — Ans.:  I  have  not. 
Ques.:  Was  your  name  attached  to  that  letter  which  was  sent  to  Mr. 
John  Storrs,  by  your  order  ? — Ans. :  No ;  I  never  meant  that  my  name 
should  be  there. 


Commerce,  May  27th,  1839. 

Messrs.  Baxtlett  and  Sullivan — In  your  paper  of  the  18th  inst.  I  see 
a  letter  signed  by  somebody  calling  herself  Matilda  Davidson,  pre- 
tending to  give  the  origin  of  Mormonism,  as  she  is  pleased  to  call  it, 
by  relating  a  moonshine  story  about  a  certain  Solomon  Spalding,  a 
creature  with  the  knowledge  of  whose  earthly  existence  I  am  entirely 
indebted  to  this  production ;  for  surely  until  Doctor  Philastus  Hurl- 
burt informed  me  that  such  a  being  lived,  at  some  former  period,  I 
had  not  the  most  distant  knowledge  of  his  existence ;  and  all  I  now 
know  about  his  character  is,  the  opinion  I  form  from  what  is  attributed 
to  his  wife,  in  obtruding  my  name  upon  the  public  in  the  manner  in 
which  she  is  said  to  have  done  it,  by  trying  to  make  the  public  be- 
lieve that  I  had  knowledge  of  the  ignorant,  and,  according  to  her  own 
testimony,  the  lying  scribblings  of  her  deceased  husband ;  for,  if  her 
testimony  is  to  be  credited,  her  pious  husband,  in  his  life  time,  wrote 
a  bundle  of  lies,  for  the  righteous  purpose  of  getting  money.  How 
many  lies  he  had  told  for  the  same  purpose  while  he  was  preaching 
she  has  not  so  kindly  informed  us  ;  but  we  are  at  liberty  to  draw  our 
own  conclusions ;  for  he  that  would  write  lies  to  get  money  would  also 
preach  lies  for  the  same  object.  This  being  the  only  information 
which  I  have,  or  ever  had,  of  this  said  Rev.  Solomon  Spalding,  I  of 
necessity  have  but  a  very  light  opinion  of  him  as  a  gentleman,  a 
scholar,  or  a  man  of  piety;  for,  had  he  have  been  either,  he  certainly 
would  have  taught  his  pious  wife  not  to  lie,  nor  unite  herself  with 
adulterers,  liars,  and  the  basest  of  mankind. 

It  is  only  necessary  to  say,  in  relation  to  the  whole  story  about 
Spalding's  writings  being  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Patterson,  who  was  in 
Pittsburg,  and  who  is  said  to  have  kept  a  printing- ofiice,  and  my  say- 
ing that  I  was  concerned  in  said  office,  &c.,  &c.,  is  the  most  base  of 
lies,  without  even  the  shadow  of  truth.  There  was  no  man  by  the 
name  of  Patterson,  during  my  residence  in  Pittsburg,  who  had  a  print- 
ing-office ;  what  might  have  been  before  I  lived  there  I  know  not. 
Mr,  RoberJ:,  Patterson,  I  was  told,  had  owned  a  printing-office  before 
I  lived  in  tiat  city,  but  had  been  unfortunate  in  business,  and  failed 
before  my  residence  there.     This  Mr.  Patterson,  who  was  a  Presby- 
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terian  preacher,  I  liad  a  very  slight  acquamtance  with  during  my  re- 
sidence in  Pittsburgh.  He  was  then  acting  under  an  agency,  in  the 
book  afad  stationery  business,  and  was  the  owner  of  no  property  of  any 
land,  printing-office  or  anything  else,  during  the  time  I  resided  in  the 
city. 

If  I  were  to  say  that  I  ever  heard  of  the  Rev.  Solomon  Spalding 
and  his  hopeful  wife  until  Dr.  P.  Hurlburt  wrote  his  lie  about  me,  I 
should  be  a  liar  hke  unto  themselves.  Why  was  not  the  testimony  of 
Mr.  Patterson  obtained  to  give  force  to  this  shameful  tale  of  lies?  the 
only  reason  is,  that  he  was  not  a  fit  tool  for  them  to  work  with ; 
he  would  not  lie  for  them  ;  for,  if  he  were  called  on,  he  would  testify 
to  what  I  have  here  said. 

Let  me  here,  gentlemen,  give  a  history  of  this  Dr.  P.  Hurlburt  and 
his  associates  who  aided  in  getting  up  and  propagating  this  batch  of 
lies. 

I  have  seen  and  heard,  at  one  time  and  another,  by  the  persecutors 
and  haters  of  the  truth,  a  great  deal  said  about  the  eminent  physician. 
Doctor  Hurlburt.  I  never  thought  the  matter  worthy  of  notice,  nor 
probably  ever  should,  had  it  not  made  its  appearance  in  your  paper, 
or  some  one  of  equal  respectability.  And  I  beheve,  gentiemen,  had 
you  have  knovm  the  whole  history  of  this  budget  of  lies,  it  would 
never  have  found  a  place  in  your  paper.     But  to  my  history. 

This  said  Doctor  was  never  a  physician,  at  any  time,  nor  anything 
else,  but  a  base  ruffian.  He  was  the  seventh  son,  and  his  parents 
called  him  doctor :  it  was  his  name,  and  not  the  title  of  his  profession. 

He  once  belonged  to  the  Methodist  Church,  and  was  excluded  for 
immoralities.  He  afterwards  imposed  himself  on  the  Church  of 
"  Latter- Day  Saints,"  and  was  excluded  for  using  obscene  language 
to  a  young  lady,  a  member  of  said  Church,  who  resented  his  insult 
with  indignation,  which  became  both  her  character  and  profession. 

After  his  exclusion  he  swore — for  he  was  vilely  profane — that  he 
would  have  revenge,  and  commenced  his  work.  He  soon  found  as- 
sistance ;  a  pious  old  deacon  of  the  Campbellite  Church,  by  the  name 
of  Onis  Clapp,  and  his  two  sons,  Thomas  J.  Clapp  and  Matthew  S. 
Clapp,  both  Campbellite  preachers,  abetted  and  assisted  by  another 
Campbellite  preacher,  by  the  name  of  Adamson  Bentley.  Hurlburt 
went  to  work,  catering  lies  for  the  company.  Before  Hurlburt  got 
through,  his  conduct  became  so  scandalous  that  the  company  utterly 
refused  to  let  his  name  go  out  with  the  lies  which  he  had  collected, 
and  he  and  his  associates  had  made,  and  they  substituted  the  name  of 
E.  D.  Howe.  The  change,  however,  was  not  much  better.  There 
were  scandalous  immoralities  about  the  Howe  family  of  so  black  a 
character  that  they  had  nothing  to  lose,  and  became  good  tools  for  this 
holy  company  to  work  with.  A  man  of  character  would  never  have 
put  his  name  to  a  work  which  Hurlburt  was  concerned  in.  But  while 
Hurlburt  was  busily  employed  in  the  service  of  the  company,  old 
deacon  Clapp  was  employed  in  taking  care  of  his  wife.  How  many 
others  of  the  company  aided  in  this  business  must  be  left  to  futurity 
to  disclose.  At  a  certain  time,  Hurlburt  being  out  till  a  late  hour  in 
the  night,  returned  to  his  house,  and,  in  going  to  his  bed-room  T»here 
his  wife  was,  behold  and  lo  !  there  was  the  pious  old  deacon,  either  in 
the  bed  with  his  M-ife,  or  at  the  side  of  it.     He  had  a  fiva  dollar  bank. 
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note  in  his  hand,  and  liis  dress  was  rather  light,  tu  suit  the  Doctor's 
taste ;  for  lie  was  not  quite  as  well  off  as  was  Aaron  when  he  oftered 
sacrifice,  not  even  having  on  a  pair  of  "  linen  hreeches."  Hurlburt 
laid  hold  of  him,  and  called  for  help,  which  soon  cama  to  his  assistance. 
The  pious  old  deacon  was  arraigned  before  a  justice  of  the  peace,  and 
Wfis  on  the  eve  of  being  bound  over  for  his  appearance  to  the  county 
court,  when,  to  put  an  end  to  the  evils  which  might  result  from  his 
pious  care  of  Mrs.  Hurlbui't,  he  kindly  offered  a  yoke  of  oxen  And  a 
hundred  dollars.  This  was  accepted.  Hurlburt  took  his  wife,  and 
left  the  country  forthwith ;  and  the  pious  old  deacon  and  his  sons,  and 
the  good  Mr.  Bentley,  are  left  to  wear  out  the  shame  of  their  great 
effort  to  destroy  the  character  of  innocent  men,  whom  they  never 
dare  meet  in  argument.  The  tale  in  your  paper  is  one  hatched  up 
by  this  gang  before  the  time  of  their  explosion. 

It  always  has  been  a  source  of  no  ordinary  satisfaction  to  me  to 
to  know,  that  my  enemies  have  no  better  weapon  to  use  against  me, 
or  the  cause  in  which  I  am  engaged,  than  lies  j  for,  if  they  had  any 
better,  they  would  certainly  use  them.  I  must  confess,  however,  that 
there  is  some  constancy  in  our  persecutors ;  for,  as  truth  never  can 
destroy  truth,  it  would  he  in  vain  for  our  persecutors  to  use  truth 
against  us,  for  this  would  only  build  us  up  :  this  they  seem  to  know, 
and  lay  hold  of  the  only  available  means  they  have,  which  are  lies. 
And  this,  indeed,  is  the  only  weapon  which  can  be,  or  ever  has  been, 
used  against  the  truth.  As  our  persecutors  are  endeavoui-ing  to  stop 
the  progress  of  truth,  I  must  confess  that  they  act  with  a  degree  of 
'consistency  in  the  choice  of  means,  namely,  hes;  but,  if  truth  would 
do  it,  they  would  surely  not  have  recourse  to  lies. 

In  order  to  give  character  to  then-  lies,  they  dress  them  up  with  * 
great  deal  of  piety  ;  for  a  pious  lie,  you  know,  has  a  great  deal  more 
influence  with  an  ignorant  people  than  a  profane  one.  Hence  their  lies 
came  signed  by  the  pious  wife  of  a  pious  deceased  priest.  However, 
his  last  act  of  piety  seems  to  have  been  to  write  a  bundle  of  lies,  them- 
selves being  witnesses ;  but  then  his  great  piety  sanctifies  them,  and 
lies  become  holy  things  in  the  hands  of  such  excessive  piety,  parti- 
cularly when  they  are  graced  with  a  few  Reverends;  but  the  days 
have  gone  by  when  people  are  to  be  deceived  by  these  false  glossings 
of  Reverend's  saiactions ;  the  intelligent  part  of  the  communities,  of 
all  parts  of  the  country,  know  that  Reverends  are  not  more  notorious> 
for  truth  than  their  neighbours. 

The  only  reason  why  I  am  assailed  by  lies  is,  that  my  opposers 
dare  not  adventure  on  argument,  knowing  that  if  they  do  they  falL 
They  try,  therefore,  to  keep  the  public  from  investigating,  by  pub- 
lishing and  circulatihg  falsehoods.  This  T  consider  a  high  encomium 
on  both  myself  and  the  cause  I  defend.     Respectfully,  i 

S.  RIGDON. 


W.  R.  Thouaas,  Printer,  61 ,  Spring  Gardeus,  Manchester, 


